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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address » 
Period for Reply J I 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM A\Cl VA ^ 

THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. / OJ ^ x 

- Extensions oftime may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed \ ^\ | ^MJ^ 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. I \ 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

I) 13 Responsive to communication(s) filed on Election filed on15 October 2003 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)E3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) S Claim(s) 27-45 and 49 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 1-26. 46-48, and 50 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) K Claim(s) 27-45 and 49 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) Q Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)13 The drawing(s) filed on 1/23/02 is/are: a)M accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

I I) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

12)D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)DAII b)D Some*c)D None of: 

Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 
Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 



1. D 

2. D 
3D 



Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

13) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e) (to a provisional application) 

since a specific reference was included in the first sentence of the specification or in an Application Data Sheet. 
37 CFR 1.78. 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 since a specific 

reference was included in the first sentence of the specification or in an Application Data Sheet. 37 CFR 1 .78. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 29-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

Claim 29 recites, "at least one opening in the body, said at least one opening sized, 
configured, and located for receiving an upstanding connector of the body for releasably securing 
the wear strip to the body." This claim does not make sense as it states that the wear strip has an 
opening in "the body" for receiving a connector of "the body" for releasably securing the wear 
strip to "the body " It is unclear to the examiner exactly what is being connected to what and 
how and "the body" is used several times and it is believed by the examiner that "the body" 
refers to at least two different things. It would be much less confusing if the applicant used 
different nomenclature for the body of the wear strip and the body of the mounting structure, or 
whatever else the applicant is referring to. 

Claim 35 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

Claim 35 recites, "The wear strip of claim 27 wherein the body comprises a deck of the 
shale shaker " This is confusing because claim 27 states that the wear strip is for attaching to a 
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mounting structure of a shale shaker and comprises a body. If the wear comprises a body and is 
for attaching to a shale shaker it is unclear how the body of the wear strip can further be defined 
as the deck of the shale shaker. It would seem that the applicant is then claiming that the wear 
strip is attached to itself, and this does not make sense. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 27, 28, and 38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipates by Galton 

et al. 

Galton et al. teaches a wear strip, 40, for attachment to a mounting structure, 10, of a 
shale shaker to which a screen assembly, 30, is releasably mounted. The wear strip of Galton 
comprises a body, 41, a plurality of upwardly projecting members, 45, which are configured to 
be receivable in a corresponding hole in the screen assembly, 30. Galton further shows in figure 
1 that the shape of the upwardly projecting member is a circle. 

Claims 39-45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Boccabella et 

al. 

Boccabella teaches a screen assembly, 57, for releasable mounting to a mounting 
structure, 49. The mounting structure comprises a body, which comprises supports 53 and 55, 
which from a grid pattern so that water, treated by the shaker, can flow throw the body, a 
plurality of upwardly projecting members, 91, projecting up form the body, where the upwardly 
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projecting member is receivable in a corresponding hole, 89, in the screen assembly, see figures 
2, 3, and 3A. 

The screen assembly comprises a frame of supports, 81, 83, 85, and 87, screening 
material, 67, mounted on the support, and a plurality of holes, 89, for receiving the upwardly 
projecting member of the mounting structure, see figure 3 and 3 A. The screen assembly further 
comprises downwardly projecting members, 1 14, projecting downwardly from the support, and 
configured for receipt within holes, 65, of the mounting structure, see figures 5A through 5C and 
column 6, lines 23+. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§ 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: • 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 29-35, and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Galton et al. 

For the purposes of examination the examiner is assuming that claim 29 is reciting that 
the mounting structure has an upstanding member projecting from it and configured to fit into a 
hole formed in the body member of the wear strip. 

Galton et al. does not teach that the mounting structure has an upstanding member, but he 
does teach that the wear strip body member has a plurality of holes along its length, starting from 
one end and continuing to the other. AS shown in figure 4, the hole in the wear strip is provided 



Application/Control Number: 10/057,755 Page 5 

Art Unit: 3653 

so that an upstanding member, 46, may pass through. Galton, unlike the applicant, shows that 
the upstanding member passes through a hole in the wear strip and fits into a space in the 
mounting structure, thereby serving to releasably secure the wear strip to the mounting structure. 
The applicant claims that the upstanding portion is located on the mounting structure and is 
inseted into a hole in the wear strip. The examiner believes that this minor difference in design 
does not significantly improve the applicant's invention over the prior art, and that the two 
mounting attachments are functionally equivalent. Therefore, the examiner has determined that 
the applicant's attachment mechanism is not patentably distinct over the prior art. 

Galton further shows that the screen assembly rests on top of the wear strip, and therefore 
the wear strip exerts and upward normal force on the screen assembly, see figure 3. The wear 
strip is also shown to be attached to the deck of the shale shaker in figures 3 and 4. 

Lastly, Galton teaches that the bottom upstanding member is formed as a tapered piece, 
where the bottom is larger that the top. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to design the upwardly projecting member that connects the wear strip to the screen assembly 
is one desired to alter and modify the connecting mechanism of the wear strip and screen 
assembly. 

Claim 49 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Boccabella et al. 
in view of Galton et al. 

Boccabella teaches a shale shaker system for separating solids from a fluid comprising: a 
base, 25, a screen mounting basket, 21 and 13, 15, and 17, and a vibrating apparatus, 33, for 
vibrating the screen mounting basket, see column 3, lines 36+. 
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The screen mounting basket comprising a mounting structure for at least one screen 
assembly mounted on the mounting structure, wherein the mounting structure comprises a body, 
which comprises supports 53 and 55, which forms a grid pattern so that water, treated by the 
shaker, can flow throw the body, a plurality of upwardly projecting members, 91, projecting up 
form the body, where the upwardly projecting member is receivable in a corresponding hole, 89, 
in the screen assembly, see figures 2, 3, and 3 A. 

He further teaches a screen assembly that comprises a frame of supports, 81, 83, 85, and 
87, screening material, 67, mounted on the support, and a plurality of holes, 89, for receiving the 
upwardly projecting member of the mounting structure, see figure 3 and 3A. The screen 
assembly further comprises downwardly projecting members, 1 14, projecting downwardly from 
the support, and configured for receipt within holes, 65, of the mounting structure, see figures 5A 
through 5C and column 6, lines 23+. 

Boccabella does not, however, teach a wear strip for mounting on the mounting structure 
between it and the screen assembly, but Galton does. Galton teaches a wear strip, 40, attached to 
a mounting structure. The wear strip comprises a wear strip body, 41, and at least one upwardly 
projecting member projecting up from the wear strip body, 45. 

It would have been obvious to include the wear strip of Galton in between the screen 
assembly and the mounting structure of Boccabella if one so desired to reduce cost by adding an 
extra layer between the mounting structure and the screen assembly and thereby decreasing the 
wear on the screen assembly, and therefore decreasing the frequency of the need for screen 
replacement. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kaitlin S Joerger whose telephone number is 703-305-8503. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 9-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Donald Walsh can be reached on 703-306-4173. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-308-0552. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308-1 1 13. 
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